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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C.  20554

In the Matter of )

)

The Commission’s Rules Regarding the ) MB RM No. 11136

the Technical Operation of AM Stations )

in the 1605–1705 kHz Band )

)

To: The Commission

Ex Parte Reply to Reply Comments of Intermart Broadcasting of Georgia, Inc.,

Rama Communications, Inc., and

Multicultural Radio Broadcasting

1. The firm of Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers, respectfully submits these ex

parte comments in the above-captioned proceeding.  This proceeding is the result of the petition

filed in October, 2004, by InterMart Broadcasting of Georgia, Inc., Rama Communications, Inc.,

and Multicultural Radio Broadcasting (“Petitioners”) to revise technical rules related to AM

broadcasting in the Expanded Band.  Comments were due February 4, 2005.  Reply comments

were due February 19, 2005.

2. In their reply comments, the Petitioners are incorrect in their contention that the relief

requested is not barred by International Agreements.  Service in the expanded band was restricted

to a maximum station power of 10 kW throughout Region 2 in the 1988 Rio de Janeiro

agreement.*

3. In addition, the maximum operating power for use by AM stations in the Expanded Band

was restricted to 10 kW in both the 1992 “Agreement Between the United States and Mexico for

use of the Band 1605–1705 kHz”† and in the “AM Broadcasting Service and the 1997 Interim

Working Agreement between the Government of Canada and the Government of United States

Relative to the AM Broadcasting Service in the Band 1605–1705.”‡

                                                
* Final Acts of the Regional Administrative Radio Conference to Establish a Plan for the Broadcasting Service

in the Band 1605–1705 kHz in Region 2, Rio de Janeiro, 1988, Annex 2, Section 6:  “In no case shall the
station power of a broadcasting station exceed 10 kW.”

† Annex 2, “Criteria for the Implementation of the Allotment Plan and Assignments.” Chapter 3, “General
Provisions,” Section 3.1:  “In no case shall the power of a broadcasting station exceed 10 kW.”

‡ Annex 2, “Criteria Used to Determine when the Service of the other Administration are Affected,” Chapter 5,
“General Considerations,” Section 5.1:  “In no case shall the power of a broadcasting station exceed 10 kW.”
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4. The above agreements were recognized by the FCC in the establishment of expanded band

operation for U.S. stations as set forth in the Report and Order MM Docket 87-267, “Review of

the Technical Assignment Criteria for the AM Broadcast Service.”§

Summary

5. We continue to support amending the Rules for the 1605–1705 kHz AM Broadcast Band

to adopt all Standard Band allocation criteria for protection of daytime and nighttime A M

facilities, revised as required for the Expanded Band 10 kW power limits.  A power increase to

50 kW in the expanded band, as requested by the petitioners, would require international

concurrence, which would unnecessarily delay this much needed change in the AM rules.

Respectfully submitted,

By  ______________________________

William F. Hammett, P.E.

President

By  ______________________________

Mark D. Neumann, P.E.

Senior Engineer

By  ______________________________

Stanley Salek, P.E.

Senior Engineer

Hammett & Edison, Inc.

Consulting Engineers

Box 280068

San Francisco, California  94128-0068

707/996-5200

March 2, 2005

                                                
§ Part III, “Technical Standards,” Page 9, Footnote 13:  “Additionally, nominal Class B stations in the

expanded band are limited by international agreement to a maximum power of 10 kW, as opposed to the
50 kW limit for the existing band Class B stations.”



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Mark D. Neumann, a professional engineer of Hammett & Edison, Inc., do hereby

certify that copies of the foregoing have been sent via first class, U.S. mail, postage prepaid, this

2nd day of March 2005, to the offices of the following:

Lawrence Bernstein, Esquire

Law Offices of Lawrence Bernstein

1818 N Street NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC  20036
Counsel for Waitt Omaha, Inc.

David D. Oxenford, Esquire

Paul A. Cicelski, Esquire

Shaw Pittman, LLP

2300 N Street NW

Washington, DC  20037
Counsel for Mid-West Management, Inc.

James P. Riley, Esquire

Lee G. Petro, Esquire

Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, PLC

1300 North 17th Street, 11th Floor

Arlington, Virginia  22209-3801

Counsel for Salem Communications Corporation

Andrew S. Kersting, Esquire

Dickstein Shapiro Morin & Oshinky, LLP

2101 L Street NW

Washington, DC  20037-1526
Counsel for Chisholm Trail Broadcasting Co.

Mr. William G. Brown

Bromo Communications, Inc.

P.O. Box 191747
Atlanta, Georgia  31119-1747

Kevin F. Reed, Esquire

Scott S. Patrick, Esquire

Nam E. Kim, Esquire

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson, PLLC

1200 New Hampshire Avenue NW, Suite 800

Washington, DC  20036

Counsel for Cox Radio, Inc.

Mr. Stephen G. Davis

Senior Vice President of Engineering

and Capital Management

Clear Channel Communications, Inc.

2625 S. Memorial Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma  74129

Mr. Wayne Reese

Munn-Reese, Inc.

P.O. Box 220

Coldwater, Michigan  49036

Mr. R. Stuart Graham

Graham Brock, Inc.

P.O. Box 24466

St. Simons Island, Georgia  31522

Jerrold Miller, Esquire

Miller & Neely, PC

6900 Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 704

Bethesda, Maryland  20815

Counsel for Mortenson Broadcasting

Company

Mr. John J. Mullaney

Mullaney Engineering, Inc.

9049 Shady Grove Court

Gaithersburg, Maryland  20877

Lauren A. Colby

Attorney at Law

P.O. Box 113

Frederick, Maryland  21705

Counsel for InterMart Broadcasting of Georgia, Inc.

and Multicultural Radio Broadcasting, Inc.

John C. Trent

Putbrese Hunsaker & Trent, PC

200 South Church Street

Woodstock, Virginia  22664

Counsel for Rama Communications, Inc.

_______________________________

Mark D. Neumann


